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DIALOGUE 


Timothy and Thomas, &c. 


Tho. Ood morrow, Mr. Timothy 


Tim. Who's that, my Friend Thomas ? What do 
you do here at this time of Day? I hope you don't 
play Truant. F113 7019 

Tho. That's well enough gueſs'd in the Holidays. At 
leaft you might have thought it was the Liberty of the 
Hebrew Form I took, where we do what we've a 
Mind to. But if you muſt know, I have taken my 
Leave of School ſome time. | 

Tim. How ſo? | 

Tho. If you had ask'd me why I ſtaid there fo long, 
I ſhould have been more at a Loſs to have anſwer'd 
you. Do Authors uſe to go to School? 

Tim. What do you mean by that? 

Tho. That Pm an Author. 

Tim. Of what? 1 

Tho. More Books than one. I have had a hand in 
ſeveral, but two are mine more particularly. 
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Tim. They have Names, I preſume, both of them. 5 
- Tho. Yes, and my Name to them into the Bargain. 
Tim: I have ſeen indeed a Pamphlet about Purgatory, 
and a Letter, with your Name. Vou don't mean them? 
2. But Ido. Pray where's the Improbability? 
Tim. Nay, I ſhan't envy you either of them, But 
they carry that Air of Authority, I concluded the Au- 
thor muſt be at leaſt ſome very Reverend Dignita 
of the Church: and yet at the ſame time are ſo 2 


ingly trifling, that I made a Scruple of gueſſing they 


came from any Friend of mine. 

750, J find you have ſeen the Title Page, and that's all. 

Tim. All that's to be ſeen. But vou'll learn a little 
better Logick, 'tis to be hop'd, if not better Manners, 
where you are going. 

Tho. Where's that? I don't underſtand you. 

Zim. I mean at the Univerſity. | 
- - Tho. Thank ye for that; I'm not going thither. A 
Friend of mine had like to have been led aſtray by 
going thither not long ſince. Beſides I have no need 
of it; I got Logick enough from a Friend by the by, 
to know the Vanity of it. I can fay, I have been at 
Oxford, and that's enough. In ſhort, Logick is a 


Pagan Invention, and unfit to be imploy'd in a Con- 


troverſy between Chriſtians. Beſides there is really 
no need of it. A Friend of mine, a great Man, never 
uſes any. He has introduc'd a new Way, and diſ- 
patch'd three or four Books, without a Word of it, 
from one End to t'other. 3 et 181 

Tim. That's extraordinary indeed, and. much good 
may it do you: But my Curioſity docs not lie that 
way. The old faſhion'd Method will ſerve me. But 
pray what's the Meaning of Prieſt, and Prieſt of the 
Catholic Church, at full Length in Capitals, in the 
Books you ſay are yours? 

750. The ſame that uſes to be. Becauſe I have 
been in Orders theſe two or three Years. | 

Tim. That's impoſſible. Why thou art hardly of 
Age yet, Man. There's a Canon or two in the be 
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typ. No matter for that. I have a Friend diſpens'd . 
with that for asking. He'll do as much for you, or 

any one elſe, if you have a Mind tot, to morrow 
Morning, provided only that you will be on the right 
ide, in our preſent Controverſy. Pray were not Arch- 
biſhop Uſher, and Biſhop Taylor in Orders before the 
Age requir'd by the Canon? And I would know whya 
anon may not as well be diſpens'd with now uponalike 
xtraordinary Occaſion, wherever there is the ſame un- 
ſual Ripeneſs of Underſtanding and Diſcretion. 

Tim. I find you are the ſame modeſt Man out of Print, 
sin it; and bluſh juſt as much as your Books do. | 
Tho. Make as merry as you pleaſe ! Truth and In- 
ocence have no Reaſon to be out of Countenance. 

Tim. I can't tell; if your Opinion in the Front of 
our Letter be right, that there are a fort of Innocent 
Perſons who may be juſtly accus'd, I hope you keep 
o Correſpondence with any ſuch. W hat follows ſoon 
frer is however indiſputable, that à /uppo/ed Guilt may 
ometimes be of ill Conſequence to the Party accus'd : 
nd I think exactly agreeable to a Rule of yours b, 
hat in a Controverſy of a Religious Nature every 

ing ſhould be omitted that is not to the Purpoſe. | 

Tho. I ſee you have nothing to object againſt my 

rguments, by your playing the Fool with Words. 

Tim. All in good time, dear Tommy. But firſt it will 
convenient to clear your ſelf a little better from the 
harge of preferring Tradition before Scripture. 

Tho. I have done it unanſwerably. 

Tim. That we muſt ſee by and by. In the mean 
me 'tis notorious, there's not a Syllable about Scrip- 
re in either of the two Inſtances alledged againſt you. 

ow, ſay you, in appealing to Tradirion only, there 

o Diſreſpect in the leaſt ſhewn to Scripture, becauſe. 
cripture is included in Catholic Tradition. That is 
lay, Scripture is a Part of Catholic Tradition. and 
nlequently included in the whole. And indeed you 
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Julius Ceſar in his Commentaries very much recon 


(66) 
and your Friends make it the leaſt conſiderable Part 
too; ſince Tradition is all along urg'd as a d ſufficient 
Authority to found a neceſſary Duty upon: and Scrip- 
ture is only ſo when interpreted by Tradition. 

But you go on. And for Argument's ſake ſuppoſe, 
that e Scripture was not imply'd in the Words produc'd 
againſt you. In that Cale, you prove your Reſpeaſ 
to Scripture, and that you do nor ſet it aſide, by pro- 
ducing a Quotation of a f Text of Scriprure in the 
Title-Page of your Letter. If this be proving youll 
point, I'll engage by the {ame Logick to prove Sti 
Paul was no Chriſtian, from his quoting one of tha 
Heathen Poets to the Athenians, Acts 17. 28. But ta 
ſhew you this is not a Demonſtration, I will only putfffe 
you in mind, that a Text of Scripture was once quoted 
to our Saviour in the Deſart, by one that you will nofff 
be poſitive had a particular Regard for Scripture, o 
preferr'd it much before Tradition. The Text you! 
cite, Prove all things, hold faſt hat which is moody? 
you have the Charity, we thank you, 'to 8 wiſh us the 
Conſiderationand Practice of. In return, pray conſidef} 
if ſome People have not inverted it, by firſt holding 
faſt, before they have prov'd whether the things be good it 

The ſecond Argument in your Favour, pag. 34, 8 
ferch'd from your Preface. There you affirm, ſay you. 
that a Writer of Controverſies of a Religious Natur £ 
ſhould produce his Arguments from Scripture, Tradition 
or Reaſon. Than which nothing can more plain 
ſhew, you think it indifferent from which of them. Ip 

Your third Argument, (pag. 4.) in which you let ** 
know the Skill you have in Chronology, is th 
Scripture recommends Tradition. Had I faid th 


mends Machiavel's Art of War, or that Tradition r 
commends your Book of Purgatory; I can gueſs wh 
Title ſome People would have given me. Howe 
this was well intended. 
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A Fourth Proof you bring from Page 4. of your 
Purgatory, namely, that you fate Scripture and Tra- 
dition for a Rule of Faith; and profeſs to believe nothing 
ut what Jeſus Chriſt taught his Apoſtles, who have 
ran/mitted to us by Scripture and Tradition the whole 
Sum of our Belief. It 1s plain here, that Scripture 
alone does not in your Opinion contain the whole of 
Jour Belief; fo that if you believe only what Je/ſas 
MCbri/} taught his Apoſtles, as you profeſs, you cannot 
believe all you ought to do. But what I muſt infift 
pon is, that you ſhew us where our Saviour taught 
his Apoſtles the Neceſſity of the Mixture, of Prayers 
for the Dead, Cc. or where the Apoſtles taught either 
of them. As for that Tradition of the Apoſtles you 
wreditalk of, which they have tranſmitted to us; beſides 
noll Scripture, I own I never had the good Luck to ſee it. 
If you have ſuch a Manuſcript by you, tis a Curioſity 
yo indeed; and you certainly wrong the Chriſtian World 
non very much by talking of it only. 5 
th Your Fifth Argument, in the ſame Page, you will 
ſideſ have to be alone a full Vindication. I can ſee nothing 
/dingin it, nor in the following, but a farther Demonſtra- 
Jtion of your placing Tradition upon the Level with 
Scripture, by your appealing ſtill to both, but never 
o Scripture alone. Yo that Scripture is no farther of 


vo 

1 Authority than as Tradition ſhall allow; which is as 
itialmuch as any Papiſt will deſire of you. 

lain * But your ſeventh and laſt Argument is a Maſter- 


piece. In that very Page, it ſeems, from whence one of 
let the exceptionable Paſſages is taken, you expre//ly men- 
ion Scripture, as well as Tradition. A Favour in- 
deed ! Had it been in the next Page, the Argument 
ecomhad not been worth a Farthing. 
ion Ion, I think you have brought Arguments enough 
Nor any reaſonable Man. If not, I will help you to 
we Fnother from your Dialogue with the Pedilavian, 
pag. 8. that Scripture and Tradition are no more than 
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different Ways of Publiſhing the Will of God, and only 
two ſtreams flowing from the ſame Fountain. 

Upon the whole then, the urmoſt you can make off 
your Reafoning is this; That you do not wholly ſet 
aſide Scripture, becauſe you do /omerimes mention ſuch 
a thing; and that you do not poſtpone it to Tradition, 
becauſe you have ſometimes placed them upon the level. 

As to your Queſtions, page 3. Don't we receive the 
Bible by Tradition? Can we be aſſur'd of its Divine 
Authority but by Tradition ? Can we diſtinguiſh between 
Canonical and Apocryphal Books, between genuine and ſpu- 
rious Writings of the Apoſiles but by Tradition? It this 
be proving an Authority in Tradition, I'll prove the) 
ſame of the profane Greek Authors. For do we not 
receive the New Teſtament in Greek ? Can we know 
its Signification without a competent Skill in their 
Writings? Can we diſtinguiſh in any difficult places 
without the Help of their Writings? So that we 
might as well have ſpared the New Teſtament as Theo- 
critus; for, as you i ſay, the former would have been 
of no Authority without the latter. | 

But after all, I am amaz'd at your Confidence, that 
you ſhould complain of it as a falſe Accuſation, that 
you diſreſpect Scripture, when you are labouring to 
ſhew that you do. Pray let me ask you, Is not that 
which gives Authority to another, of greater Autho- 
rity than that which receives Authority from it? And 
do you not declare the Scripture to have its Authority 
from Tradition; not the Books only of the Scripture 
(which by the by is little concern'd in your Contro- 
verily, becauſe the Scripture throughout the Church 
is taken pro confeſſo, to be the Word of God) but 
the very Doctrines contain'd in thoſe Books, mult 


have their Warrant from Tradition too; and then it is 


plain Tradition, which ſtamps the Doctrine with Au: 
thority, mult be of greater Authority. And thus you 
clear your {elf of the Accuſation, by proving it true. 
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i Purg. pag. 15, 16. 


Tho, 


9-1 
Tho. J aſſert Scripture to be a part of Catholick 
Tradition. 


Tim. You do ſo, and at the ſame time make it in- 
ſignificant without Tradition. Pray where does the 


Scripture deliver the Mixture to be neceſſary, or that 
departed Souls want Light or Refreſhment? And that 
itis a neceſſary Duty to mix, and pray ? 

Tho. In Anſwer to your 
mine. Have we not proved that the Catholick Church 
always practis'd both ? 

Tim. No indeed, you have not proved it. There 


is the firſt Century and half at leaſt, out of your 


Proof, and that is the moſt neceſſary part of the Tra- 
dition that ſhould make good your Pretence. Nor 
has that Tradition which you appeal'd to, declar'd theſe 
Points to be neceſſary parts of Chriſtianity. But if it 
had, How came the Church by thoſe Doctrines, if our 
Saviour and Apoſtles delivered no ſuch Doctrines? 
If the Church delivers what it did not receive, it is not 
true to its Truſt ; and therefore you muſt have a care 
of making it deliver for Doctrines, what it only pra- 
Ctis'd as convenient, as things then were. No Autho- 
rity merely Human can warrant a Point of Faith; and 
Tradition without Scripture is merely Human Autho- 
rity. 
Tho. But would the Church have practis'd what it 
did not think neceſſary, as we prove the Church pra- 
Etis'd our Points? 

Tim. That's a Queſtion I need not anſwer : and yet 
it is eaſily done. Did not the Church communicate 
Infants, and yet afterwards laid that Practice aſide? 

Tho. It is true, it did. But in anſwer to this trou- 
bleſome Objection, My great Friend has told his Ad- 
verſary, that he and his Party may communicate In- 
fants ſtill, if they pleaſe. 

Tim. This is notable indeed! But then what becomes 
of your negative kind of Tradition? Or does that 
prove it neceſſary, as you affirm Catholick Tradition 
makes our Points, which ſtand on the ſame level 1 

0. 
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Queſtion, pray anſwer 


Tho. No, they do not; for communicating Infants 
has not been continu'd down. 


Tim. But was it not univerſally practiſed for ſeveral 


Centuries ? 

Tho. Yes, it was, but not continu'd down to the 
Reformation. 

Tim. But, pray, Mr. Thomas, reſolve me; if the 
univerſal Practice of the Church can make it neceſſary 
(as all the proof of your Point ſuppoſes) and commu- 
nicating Infants continu'd for four or five Centuries : 
How came the Church of the ſixth or ſeventh Cen- 
tury to ere to lay it aſide? Was not the Practice 
of the Catholick Church as authoritative in one Age 
as in another? I know your great Friend will not al- 
low the latter Ages ſo much Authority as the firſt. Vou 
know he calls ſome of them an illuminated Age. 

Tho. He does ſo; and is not that a great matter? 

Tim. A long Word it is; but with very little mean- 
ing in it. If you mean by Hlumination, Inſpiration, 
you put the Writers of thoſe Ages upon the level with 
the Apoſtles, which perhaps you won't care to ſay: If 
you do not mean by it Inſpiration, you leave them up- 
on the Level with us, as to any thing of Authority 
for there can be no Medium, either they were inſpir'd, 
or they were not. And I cannot help concluding this 
Term was made uſe of with a Deſign oppoſite to its Sig- 
nification: not to enlighten, but to caſt a Miſt over 
our Underſtandings, by a Diſtinction that ſeems to be 
ſomething, but has really nothing in it. 

Tho. When you have done, I muſt tell you, that 
after all your little Quibbles, I have {till the fame Sen- 
timents of my Vindication. 

Tim. That I'll not diſpute with you. But to uſe 
your own * Words, give me leave to ask you ſeriouſly, 
of what Service to you are thele Paſſages, now they are 
taken notice of? Never henceforward complain of 
being ! dre/s'd ſrightfully, when the garments are every 
one of them your own. I cannot leave this particular 
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without making my Complaint too (Letter, pag. 4.) 
in my turn; Hard is it that ſuch Men, (ſuch Boys ra- 
ther) ſhould be admitted Prieſts of the Catholick 
Church, as give Occaſion to the World to call upon 
them to declare that they believe and reſpect the Scrip- 
tures. Vet this is our Caſe. 

Tho. Have you read Dr. Brett's Book of Tradition. 
"Tis an unanſwerable one. 

Tim. I think not; among other Reaſons, becauſe 
you are not ſure but he may one Day anſwer it himſelf, 
as well as he has done ſome other of his Performances. 
In the mean time you may ſee what Archbiſhop Laud 
has ſaid upon the Subject to Fiſher, in the 16" Section. 

Tho. Vou thought to have reflected upon the Doctor, 
and have given him the higheſt Encomium. What 
can be more fair and honourable, than to retract where 
a Man finds himſelf to have been in the wrong, and 
miſguided others too? 

Tim. Very right. And I wiſh the Doctor's Example 
may have its juſt weight with you, among the reſt. 

Tho. Sure tis time to have done with this. 

Tim, Not whilſt you are ® demanding publickly a Re- 


tractation of that charge, which you are at the very time 


proving againſt your ſelf. But then there's the Dialogue. 


Typo. You had better have paſs'd that by. Tou'l 


not eaſily get clear of that, or I'm miſtaken, 

Tim. I ſee nothing formidable but the Length of it, 
which is two thirds of the whole Epiſtle. But a Dia- 
logue in a Letter was a thing intircly new, and there 
could not be too much on't. 

Tho. I hope you have your Belly full of Scripture 
there. I'm ſure there's ſome you won't digeſt in haſte, 

Tim. You meant that you won't. Indeed your Quo- 
tations from your Adverſary are admirably choſen, and 
a full Anſwer to more than you will ever be able to 
ſay for your beloved Tradition. 

Tho. You miſtake it, it ſhews the Neceſſity of Tra- 
dition, and that your ſelf are forc'd after all to have re- 
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courſe to it, to vindicate your own Practice, which - 


cannot otherwiſe be done. 


Tim. In a word, if I underſtand you, the whole is 


no more than this; You think you have found out a 
poſitive Precept in Scripture, 'That of waſhing one ano- 
ther's Feet, which we neglect; and that we have no 
way to Juſtify our Conduct in the Caſe, but by recourſe 
to Tradition, which has interpreted this expreſs Pre- 


cept not to be binding. This now you would have to 


be (pag. 6, 14.) leaving Scripture, and ſetting up Tra- 
dition as rather to be attended to. 

Now ſuppoſing it a poſitive Precept, I would fain 
know how Tradition (let it be Catholick as it will) 
can juſtify our overlooking it ? Or how any Man dares 


aſcribe that Authority to Tradition? But ſuppoſe, a- 


gain, that Tradition could do this; ſhew me a Tradi- 
tion for it. Twill not ſuffice you to ſay, a general 
Diſuſe is in this Caſe equivalent to a Tradition; for at 


that rate the ten Commandments may come in time to 


be unneceſſary; and beſides, *tis ſetting up no Tradition, 
which is nothing, upon the fame Foot with Scripture, 
or according to you, with ® Scripture, Tradition, or Rea- 
fon. But are there no ſuch things as Parables, and Alle- 
gories in Scripture? Will not common Senſe, and the 
Reaſon of the thing tell us, that there are many Pre- 
cepts which were never deſign'd to be underſtood in the 
literal Senſe? And I mult take leave to ask you, If you 
do not in your Conſcience believe, that the meaneſt 
Capacity would diſtinguiſh this of waſhing one another's 


Fest, to be one of that ſort; deſign'd only to ſet us a 


Pattern of Charity and Humility. If you deny this, 
I ſhall inſiſt upon your hating Father and Mother, and 
being perfect, as God himſelf is perfect, and many other 
ſuch Duties, which are as expreſs as this can be. 

Tho. At this rate you may interpret away all the 
Commands in the Goſpel. . 
Tim. There ſeems more danger of your ſetting up a 
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new one by Tradition. Pray, how long have you 
been acquainted with Fathers and Councils ? | 
Tho. Long enough you ſee to be Maſter of moſt of 
em. But, which is more than every Body knows, my 
Benefactor in Logick gave me a lift that way too, parti- 
cularly with an Eye to Church- Government and Con- 
troverſy. | 
Tim. Then I dare anſwer for him, he is ſorry for it 
before now. 
Tho. That's not to the purpoſe. Can you anſwer my 
Challenge, (Letter, pag. 15.) to ſhew an Inſtance of one 
WCatholick Biſhop or Prieſt, who ever conſecrated or receiv'd 
be /acramental Cup without Water in it. 
Zim. No really, Friend Thomas, tis beyond my Skill. 
I am not yet well enough acquainted either with the 
Fathers, or Logick, to prove ſuch a Negative. I muſt 
ome to you for that. Pray ſhew me an Inſtance-where 
he Jews ever folemniz'd the Paſſover without Scarlet, 
ool and Hyſſop? Tho' now I think on't, it may be 
done in your way of proving. 'This is prov'd in ſuch a 
age; that is demonſtrated in ſuch a one; that has al- 
eady been made appear in ſuch a Place; when there 
$ not a tittle of Truth in e'er a one of em. You have 
ndeed a great Man for your Precedent in this (as well 
your Aſſiſtant) who in ſome late Writings of his up- 
n the ſame Subject, has by this means ſav'd himſelf 
he trouble of ever going beyond a Probability, or Prov- 
g any thing, but that he is at preſent out of his Ele- 
ent, where Fancy and Flouriſn won't do his Buſineſs. 
Tis true, while he had Strollers, Buffoons, Libertines, 
Deiſts, and ſuch Wretches, the Reproach of Mankind, 
d deal with; no Treatment could be too bad for 'em. 
hey who had broken thro' all Decency themſelves, 
ho made a Jeſt of Religion and Morality, and defy'd 
d challeng'd their Maker ; deſerv'd not to be treated 
ith Arguments, and could only be ill-us'd by Mildneſs 
d Civility. His Fancy, his Figures had there a proper 
bject, and he perform'd to excellent Purpoſe. Bur to 
e Men of Integrity and Reputation with any _ 
0 


— 
— 6 — 


1 — 
. w | * * w l 2 —— 5 


— „ * 
* 2 


3 8 6 


: ; , . 2 
NY en OLE ETON 


22 


—— — 1 
* 


( 14 ) 


of the ſame Treatment, to triumph, and inſult over them 
with an it ſeems, in an Affair of the utmoſt Concern, 
inſtead of giving Proofs; is what as little becomes a 
Gentleman of the Character he once bore, to give him- 
{elf the Liberty of, as it does you to imitate. With 
Submiſſion to this Gentleman, ſtrip but his late Per- 
formances of Harangue and Fancy, and you will leave 
little for the Reader. His former Reputation procures 
him a Hearing, and then he flouriſhes you out of your 
Underſtanding. But 'tis no new thing to obſerve the 
11] Influence of a great Man in Errors. f 
Tho. Let me tell you, the Great Man you mean, is, 
not a fit Subject for your Raillery, nor a ſaſe one. 
im. But his Miſtakes and Fallacies are fit to be de- 
tected by me, or any Man, eſpecially when he impoſes 
em upon Mankind, and under penalty of Damnation 
too. I havea great Reſpect for that Gentleman, upon 
more Accounts than one; but when he talks of Draws 
ing the Curtains of the Grave, and opening a Communi- 
cation with the other World, I muſt deſire to be excus' d. I. 
Tho. I ſee what you would be at. You fancy youſ 
have ſomething to ſay againſt by for the Dead. 
im. Againſt the Neceſſity of them I have. But par 
ticularly againſt your way of proving them neceſſary 
Tho. You'll grant 'em lawful ? 
Tim. If I do, I'll not grant their Neceſſity is an 
Conſequence of it. *Tis your Buſineſs to prove particu 
larly of what Benefit they are, who have affirm'd, th: 
if they are ot of U/e, they are directly ſuperſtitious. Bu 
if your Logic be good, if their being barely lawfu 
proves them neceſſary; I expect you ſhould ſhew 
the Unlawfulneſs of praying tor departed wicked Me 
or elſe extend your Charity to them too. In the mea 
time you would do well to give us a Rule, by whic 
we may diſtinguſſh who are departed in God Almighty 
Favour, and who not; otherwiſe our Prayers may haf 
pen to prove ſuperſtitious in your Notion of Superſt 
tion. But how came you ſo intimately acquainted wit 
the good people of the other World, to pronounce th 
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m Peremptorily upon the particulars of their Condition? 


ave you had a peep with the Great Man your Friend, 
nd ſaw them toiling and ſweating in the Dark, and de- 
iring your Aſſiſtance? Want of » Light, Eaſe and Re- 
reſhment, ſuppoſe ſomething for all the World like 
urgatory: Tho perhaps you have not yet thought fit 


U in good time. The Papiſs, to do them Juſtice, al- 
doe this in Favour of their Purgatory, that they have 
10 Meſſages more than once from thence, and the 
na aks too of the Souls reliev'd by their Prayers for them. 
t you have as much to ſay, never fear, but ſpeak out. 
Tho. You'll not diſpute, that they pray for us? 
Zim. Tis what you cannot produce Scripture for: 
But we'll ſuppoſe it. What then? 

Tho. Then which way in Gratitude can you excuſe 
our not returning the good Office? ? Now Gratitude I 
Fake to be a Branch of Juſtice. 
uni- Tim. As ] ſaid once before, ſhew me that they ſtand 


d. In need of, or can be any ways benefitted by our Prayers, 
youſþnd that from the only Authority that can inform us, 
d. Irhich is the Scripture, and I give into you this Minute. 


t par Th. So then the Reaſon of the thing, and that ſup- 
ported by Catholick Tradition, will not ſatisfy you? 
Tim. Not to found a necefiary Duty upon, of which 
cre isnotſo much asa Hint in Scripture. That would 
e juſt as if we ſhould take up with an uncertain Re- 
ort, when we have an authentick Record for our pur- 
Wolc. Bur ſince you inſiſt ſo mightily upon the Reaſon 
f the thing, and a 4 Reciprocation of good Offices ; 
ray how come your Friends and you to overlook a 
Meſphole Order of beneyolent Beings, who we have the 
 meaſEpcated Teſtimony of Scripture are continually mini- 
whiqQF'ing to our Good? J need not tell you, I mean the 
ightyloly Angels. 
iy haf 20. You ſay nothing to the Argument I retort upon 
1periou (pag. 15.) about the Mixture; that, allowing that 
ed wilf-xpreſhon, he Fruit of the Vine, is to be taken in your 


o heat it quite ſo hot as the Papiſis have done theirs, But 


ice th — 
pere . 


— At — 


Vid. New Ligdrgy, f Punt. 5p. 9. 4 Furgat. 5. 9. 
c own 


— —ͤ— 


* 7 
Gs — * 


ECON 
own Senſe ; ſtill there is no Diſproof of our Saviour! 
uſing Water, when he inſtituted the Euchariſtic Cup 

Tim. I am aſham'd to think, that any Man, who call 
himſelf Prieſt of the Catholick Church, ſhould offer 
ſuch an Argument for the Neceſhty of any Practice 
That we are not abſolutely certain but it may be lawful 
You might as well have prov'd the Eſſentiality of you 
Mixture from the Story of David and Goliah, for that 
will never diſprove it, be ſatisfy'd. And here a Man 
would expect Mr. Drake might have been thought of; 
but there may be Reaſons to wave that, and we are in Ci 
vility to ſuppoſe you never heard of his Sermon. Twa 
neceſſary ſome Veſſels of War ſhould be fitted our, and 
that which could ſooneſt be got ready, ſer fail firſt. 

Tho. Still you forget to conſider ſeriouſly, how ter 
rible the Conſequence may be of omitting Part of our Re 
deemer”'s Cup, (Letter, pag. 16.) 

Tim. That's your Miſtake. But T have conſider'd toe 
what the Conſequence may be of adding ts it; and I wi 
you may. A Divine at your Years has many things to 
conſider. 

Tho. Pray look me in the Face, and ſee what you 
can find there unbecoming thar Character. | 

Tim. Don't ask me. I ſee two things very ill cou 
pled, Boy and Confidence. | 

Tho. Were you to ſee me with my Cope on, perhaps 
you might think otherwiſe. However, there are thoſe 
that do. But 'tis no matter. Let me fee, I ſhall be 
paſt my Hour. | 

Tim. Are you ſo buſy? 

Tho. I have a Tranſlation upon the Anvil, which 
—bur it won't be altogether to your Reliſh. | 

Tim. If you tranſlate as unfairly as ſome Paſſages have 
been tranſlated for the Benefit of the Controverly, yo 
will not merit much at the Hands of Truth by your Per 
formance. 5 

Tho. I know what I have to do. Good by to you. 
im. Yours, ZN 
* * 2 
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